catching the popular imagination than the attention of serious researchers, data have none the less accumulated, especially concerning primates, and interesting predictions can be made. For example, insofar as conflict resolution is an active process, it should generate an increase in postconflict dyadic encounters, rather than the decrease that traditional ethological theory would anticipate. Population biologists are familiar with the concept of reproductive value; they might now want to develop indices for relationship value, leading to testable predictions that the greater this value, the greater the distress associated with potentially disrupting any given relationship, as well as greater effort at postconflict reconciliation, and even, perhaps, more third-party consolation. (Not surprisingly, there are far more marriage counsellors than specialists in managing relationships among subway commuters.) In this regard, it is noteworthy that, as made clear in the chapter by van Schaik & Aureli, reconciliation of conflicts among long-tailed macaques is more likely when a partner is needed in order to secure food. But what about kin? Would there probably be more postconflict reconciliation between relatives, because of the greater value of kin relationships? Or less, because the bond between relatives is more secure and thus less vulnerable? Clearly, there is good work to be done.
Natural Conflict Resolution makes a sincere effort to integrate material from human studies to nonhuman primates to just a few nonprimate animals (goats, hyaenas, dolphins). I found Douglas Fry's chapter on the anthropology of conflict resolution to be especially useful in providing a typology of human techniques. And although the volume is largely a (deserved) festschrift for Frans de Waal, it also includes some mildly alternative views, notably Joan Silk's suggestion that postconflict interactions are simply intended to signal that the conflict is over and intentions are now benign, rather than an effort to repair a frayed social fabric.
I read this book and wrote this review while the United States was engaged in a unique period of vigorous political conflict, ultimately resolved in a manner that, in my view, lacked both fairness and wisdom, but which was, at least, nonviolent. Furthermore, it is noteworthy that in the aftermath of the 2000 U.S. presidential election, there were widespread calls for conciliation, to bring people together, and to repair the fabric of national political discourse. It is especially interesting that in such cases it is the victor who traditionally reaches out to the vanquished, and the more tenuous the victory, the more vigorous the reaching out! Much remains to be learned about who initiates reconciliation, and why, among human beings no less than other species.
Natural Conflict Resolution ably summarizes and heralds a new approach to the study of animal social relationships. Perhaps the best test of any new perspective is whether it encourages researchers to ask new questions and/or interpret old findings in new ways. I, for one, have been so moved by this book that I intend to look afresh for evidence for or against reconciliation among animals. I urge other researchers to do the same.
DAVID P. BARASH

